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I. Welcome, Roll and Introductions 
 
Present:  Chad Christopher (Coordinator, Secondary Teacher Education), Terri 
Lasswell (Clinical Experiences), Kay Weller (Social Science Education), Rick 
Knivsland (Art Education), Marilyn Shaw (Speech & Theatre Education), Kyle 
Kramer (Student), Dianna Briggs (Business Education),  Karen Sabey (Math 
Education-ALT), Doug Hotek (Technology Education), Katheryn East (Teacher 
Education Faculty Chair), Ben Forsyth (Professional Sequence), Joyce 
Milambiling (Modern Languages & TESOL-ALT), Amy Petersen (Special 
Education), Courtney Lubs (Teacher Practitioner), Barb Bakker (Physical 
Education/Health Education- ALT), Kyle Gray (Science Education) 
 
Absent:  JD Cryer (Coordinator, Elementary Education)-excused, Trey Leech 
(Physical Education/Health Education)-excused, Sarah Semon (Special 
Education), Elizabeth Zwanziger (Modern Languages & TESOL), Cathy Miller 
(Mathematics Education), Kevin Droe (Music Education)-excused, Rick 
Vanderwall (English Education)-excused 
 
Guests:  Rob Boody (Director of Assessment), Becky Hawbaker (Coordinator, 
Student Field Experiences), Katheryn East (Head of Teacher Faculty) 
 
II. Approval of minutes for October 10, 2013 
 
Doug moved to approve and Kay seconded.  Dianna will send over copy of 
revisions.  
 
III. Update on matters arising at the State (Christopher) 
a. Iowa State Accreditation 
 
JD went with Becky a few weeks ago to ISU.  We will start the process 
soon again as accreditation will be Fall 2016.  We need to monitor 
teaching requirements.  Someone asked about the Council on TE approval 
and the tracking of processes.  Regarding curriculum and faculty 
standards, we need to keep things standard across instructors. The back 
mapping project a few years ago was mentioned. Third hand people who 
went on the ISU visit brought up nuts and bolts things we didn't do.  Chad 
said there is an application from state for the process if you want to be a 
part of that.  Wartburg and Buena Vista were a few of the schools.  Becky 
and Chad would like to do the Wartburg visit.  Rick K.  asked Becky what 
she was impressed by at ISU.  She said ISU also does supervision of early 
field experiences.  They have retired teachers on part time and there are on 
site visits.  They have a student teaching model.  They don't like their E-
portfolio system and they didn't hide things they didn't like.  Chad said per 
JD that they were proud of their TE candidates.  It was mentioned that we 
need to demonstrate teaching/reading as a strong suit in our program.  This 
was weak on the ISU report.  
 
b. Fall 2016 UNI Accreditation 
 
 IV. Update on Teacher Education Executive Council (Christopher) edTPA 
 
Chad said Rob and Lyn Countryman presented as a part of 
Implementation Team.  Rob said there have been some 
miscommunications about edTPA and scoring.  Some people think that we 
have to coerce faculty.  There are 70 faculty that have volunteered and 
have been trained.  Nobody is doing more than 2 edTPAs each.  This is 
working out fine.  There were 103 edTPA's that needed to be scored in the 
Fall of 2013.  Full scale will be 300 or more per semester.  There is a plan 
for that as well.  We are tracking the time it takes to score.  Sometimes it 
may take 3-5 hours the first one you do.  Then the average becomes more 
like 60-70 minutes after that.  They just wanted information.   
 
 Praxis Core cut scores 
 
Chad asked, “What do we want the cut scores to reflect?”  Scores in the 
170's according to Rob are in 5th percentile.  We set the three state 
institutions to same score.  So far nationwide 1,800 students have taken 
the Praxis core.   
 
Chad asked, “Do we want a minimum on the three separate exams and a 
composite above the percentile?” Chad said “If you feel happy with the 
current process we can keep it the same.”  He asked Rob or Dianna if they 
had any additions.   
 
Rob said the senates need to decide on the model to follow as we were 
trying to have a wide funnel for each individual sub-component.  Our 
average was 174.  The reason we went to this years ago is because 
students could have one low score and two high scores.   
 
Chad said we may have to act on this in December.  Chad asked if anyone 
needs further information to make a decision.    
 
Doug H. questions having the range as wide.  
 
Ben said the last conversation about this was regarding what other schools 
do. 
 
Rob said this was based on the absence of data.  Only 1800 people in the 
country have taken this.  Only 6-7 UNI students and 45 in state of Iowa 
have taken this.  Usually we are the biggest consumer of these types of 
exams.   
 
Ben asked if this is Praxis I.  Rob indicated that it is now Praxis Core to 
get into TE.   
 
Katheryn asked why we would change our philosophy.   
 
Rob said if we are comfortable we will replicate it into the core; it will be 
replicated in the same model.   
 
Katheryn asked if we could decide this now.   
 
Chad said he doesn't want to rush anyone.   
 
Ben asked how much more data we will have by next month.  
 
Rob said there will be more specific data on our students.   
 
The philosophy is separate per Chad.   
 
Kyle asked, “Do you envision setting the numbers now and the reset in 
spring?” 
 
Rob said the numbers we have now were based on a national study; no 
students were involved.  The state said this is from the national standard 
study.  We agreed at UNI.  We now have some data. UNI students could 
be rejected because of the high cut off scores.  We are sending letters to let 
them know we may be resetting the scores.  We want to have this set 
before spring semester. We can get a little more data in December and 
then adjust the numbers to fit into the model you want.   
 
Someone asked if we could hold off until end of spring and then think 
about it again.   
 
Rob thinks we will have enough in December to make a decision.  This 
will be brought back to Senate at end of year.   
 
Ben doesn't feel like our philosophy has changed.  We want to keep things 
similar to other TE programs.   
 
Doug H. asked what the difference between the Praxis Core and Praxis I 
are.   
 
Per Rob the test has been redone and there is a different scoring system.  
The old Praxis I scoring range was 150-190.  Now it will be 100-200.  
Praxis I is 35 years old.  Rob doesn't feel there is that much difference 
between the two.  
 
Doug said, “Nothing should be different, right?  “So if we adjust 
accordingly with same model everything should be the same?”   
 
Chad said any changes to the model should be made now.   
 
Ben made the following motion: 
"I move that we maintain the same Praxis cut scores with the new Praxis 
tests empowering Rob to calculate new Praxis cut scores based on the 
current philosophical structure related to percentiles.” 
 
Doug seconded this motion.   Motion carried.  
 
 TE Personnel retirement 
 
  Barb is planning on retiring within the next several years.  
 
V. Old Business 
a. EdTPA scoring-(Update) 
 
Chad would like to hear how the process is going.   
 
Katheryn didn't think it was that awful.   
 
Per Chad, 70% have been scored. 
 
Ben signed up for Elementary Math and they said they would take him.  
All he has seen is Secondary Science.  He said the scoring doesn't take that 
long now.   
 
Katheryn said she doesn't have content and she didn't think that was that 
bad.   
 
Becky mentioned how it looks on paper and how it looks on video.  She 
wonders about the TWS we have scored.  The students write up but the 
performance concerns her.  Raters will be getting a survey on the process 
per Chad.  This will go back to the students and edTPA people.  This will 
also apply to TWS as well.  Becky asked Terri “If scores are lower how is 
that remediated?” 
 
Terri said they are similar to TWS.  If there is an area that needs 
remediation they redo that piece and not the entire edTPA.  We are still 
looking at planning instrumentation and assessment.  We are still in the 
pilot stage.  
 
Two more centers will be added in spring per Chad.  
 
b. Yearlong Student Teaching – (Update) 
 
The application is being redone and this process is continuing.  It is due a 
week from Monday in Des Moines.  If you would like to help out, this will 
be reviewed on Monday.   
 
Ben asked how quickly we will know.  
 
Chad said by the end of the month (December).   
 
Doug asked if we are considering the year long student teaching.  
 
Chad said we are being offered a grant for a year-long student teaching 
project but there is no decision at this time.  There hasn’t been much 
discussion about it yet per Chad. 
 
Doug asked, “Has there been a study?” 
 
Per Rob the answer is no. 
 
Kyle said he went through this.  He wished he had multiple experiences as 
an undergrad since he was a grad at the time.   
 
Rob said it is on a national conversation now since Arizona State went to 
this.  We are not changing our program; we are just using a small group 
for the pilot.  
 
Doug has his doubts.  He believes students aren't going to want to go into 
student teaching for one year.   
 
The pilot will not extend program per Chad.   
 
Becky said there is a problem in the application wording.   
 
Rob said for Iowa the answer could be that this can't be scaled up.  
Arizona hasn't reported data yet.  This is there third year and they will 
release data at the end of the year.   
 
Doug said his understanding is that you can't take courses while student 
teaching. 
 
Chad said this is per state.   
 
c. School Improvement Network (Feedback) 
 
COE had a workshop or two on this.  You can view videos and see how to 
use within your instructions to help students.  Dean Watson feels strongly 
about this.  He will invite secondary people to these workshops.  We need 
to know what is good, bad, etc.  Chad provided the names of methods 
faculty to be invited to this.  It is tied to the Common Core.  He would like 
some feedback.   
 
Doug thought it looks promising.   
 
Dianna asked how much it costs.  Dean Watson said that the cost for each 
faculty member is $150.  The cost is $50 per students per year.  
 
Becky said there are a lot of tools that are part of it.  We should look at it 
as building a textbook since there are lessons and observation tools to link 
to within the videos.  The Teaching Channel had better video.  Becky felt 
is wasn’t worth it for Level I and II.  
 
Ben asked about the Professional Core – classic.  He wonders what this 
means.  Someone answered that it means that the videos are older but 
relevant.  Ben doesn't think they are relevant.   
 
Terri asked if there are things here regarding transitions.  She said the 
Common Core Library has some good information.   
 
Ben said all different videos of classrooms could be useful but you would 
have to look for themes. 
 
Rob said 1/3 of schools are using this platform.  That is one of the reasons 
why the Dean is thinking about this.  He may think that faculty are not 
using Common Core in their classrooms.   
 
Chad asked, “Are faculty explicitly using Iowa Core and Common Core?”  
“How are you integrating these in methods courses?” He said most faculty 
are integrating.  
 
Ben asked if the December meeting to look at platform will have the same 
guys and same presentation. 
 
Chad said it will be targeted more towards secondary.   
 
Becky said you have to know what you are looking for.   
 
d. InTASC Standards Timeline- (Feedback) 
a. Implemented for Fall 2014 
 
Chad asked if anyone needs help in looking at methods courses to 
match to the InTASC standards.  We will vote on this formally 
next month per Chad.  
 
Rob's preference in spring is to stay with current InTASC.  This 
has not been voted on though.   
 
Becky asked if we will be looking at a larger mapping in the fall. 
 
Per Rob the mapping process with be re-done in 2014-2015 with 
the new InTASC standards.  
 
e. Alumni Survey- (Feedback) 
 
Ben asked if most items have been created for survey.   
 
Rob said we need to redo this.   
 
Chad sent out a copy so please send any updates to Chad.  
 
Per Rob, here's how graduates respond but programs can be set up as well.  
There are 20 questions as core and 5-10 for programmatic needs that 
would be an option.  It can be set up with general and specific questions 
for formative purposes.  ISU has a standardized survey that is comprised 
of 45 questions.  JD sent a copy of this to Rob.  
 
f. Center for Educational Transformation (TOSA’s)-(Feedback) 
 
TOSA (Teachers on Special Assignments) 
Chad asked if there were any recruiting ideas for research at the CET.   
 
Marilyn said the PR needs to be good for the schools.   
 
Rick K. feels it may be attractive to some teachers.  
 
VI. New Business 
a. Committees Meetings 
i. Faculty (Joyce Milambiling) 
 
The charge for compliance for Chap. 79 was discussed as 
well as completion of 60 hours in schools.  The question of 
there being five years between visits was brought up.  Also 
discussed was which courses are counted as methods and 
who was teaching them.  Also discussed was the orientation 
of new teachers and making sure it is comprehensive.  
 
ii. Curriculum (Ben Forsyth, Kevin Droe) 
 
In the Dept. of Languages and Literature the waiver for Ed 
Tech course was signed off on.  The addition of credit and 
new course sub for assessment is in limbo at this point.  Ed 
Psych and Foundations has some problem with this and 
TESOL and Ed Psych were to work together to help 
develop a pilot that will be studied to see the effectiveness 
of the substitution.   
 
 iii. Assessment  (Dianna Briggs) 
 
 iv. Teacher Candidate Professional Review Committee (Kay 
Weller & Marilyn Shaw) 
 
There is separate one for Elementary and a separate one for 
Secondary.  
 
 b. Departmental meeting with Coordinator Early Spring 2014 
 
Chad will talk with departments.  Rob has given data to depts. 
regarding Praxis II standards.  
 
 c. EdTPA  
 i. Discussion of plan to add ESA (Embedded Signature 
Assessment) to assessment plan 
 
Chad said Stanford was on campus.  Level III methods 
started to create signature assignments. Back mapping 
of edTPA’s were discussed and methods faculty can 
pilot those in spring. Signature assignments - planning, 
assessment and the importance of having common 
assessments though our program were mentioned.  
Someone asked, “Why we should have these beyond 
field experience?”  Ben was part of writing. He is 
outside of level III and he worked on planning.  He 
looked at videos and analyzed student instruction.  He 
spent time defining this to make sense of the videos.  
 
Rob said part of the original design 12 years ago was to 
have a common assessment across the program other 
than field experiences.  The concept is different than any 
specific assessment.  You may not like some.  There 
may be some that will work.  Within edTPA’s - look at 
actual student work and analyze in a way to show what 
students are thinking.  The thought is to structure every 
level III program to use this but each program would 
sub in their own three pieces of student work. This 
would help prepare students for edTPA.  In level II we 
would prepare students to help prepare for level III 
which would help in linking program together.   
 
Ben feels the main issue in the signature assessment is 
student work and giving feedback on it.  There are only 
three pieces.  Using knowledge of content - what does 
this tell me about their conceptual understanding.  
 
ii. Pilot in the methods courses in Spring 2014 and analyze the 
assessments and data to be a part of the assessment system. 
 
d. Student Advisory Board-Quick Summary 
 
 Met in October will have summary report in December 
 
e. Program Improvement Board-Quick Summary (Marilyn Shaw) 
 
Met last Friday.  Brain-stormers posed question – “What should a highly 
qualified teacher know?” One of the answers was that they need practical 
content.   
 
These are some terms/phrases that Marilyn mentioned: 
 
State initiatives, common core, teaching with a purpose, problems with 
grading, dealing with children and parents, communication skills, more 
leadership, building relationships with people, working in teams, 
collaborations, social interactions, what happens in real world.   
 
The group feels that portfolios are a waste of time.  We need to focus on 
Iowa teaching standards.  She mentioned the mentoring program that 
Wartburg does and that we need to get more in the trenches and focus 
more on student learning. 
 
f. CAEP Standards- Discussion tabled until December 
 
Kyle and Marilyn moved to adjourn.  Meeting adjourned at 5:05.  
 
VII. Upcoming dates (subject to change) 
Elementary Senate   Secondary Senate 
December 5    December 19 
      January 23 
      February 20 
      March 27 
      April 17 
      May 8 
